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the : 4 
o: | Morrison Named President as Eighth POAU 
ion 
ind : 4 
"| Conference Alerts Nation to New Perils 
a, Dr. Charles Clayton Morrison of Chicago, Ill., editor emeritus of The Christian Century and one of the 
the founding fathers of POAU, was elected president of the organization at executive sessions of the Eighth National 
rt- Conference on Church and State in Washington, D. C., on January 25. Dr. Morrison thus became the second pres- 
rge ident of POAU, succeeding the late and beloved Dr. Edwin McNeill Poteat, whose untimely death had occurred 
ssy on December 17 in Raleigh, N. C. (Church and State, January). Other new officers were also elected at the two-day 
Ye- conference, attended by more than 
ver 3,500 persons from all parts of the wy. and former minister of the Emanuel Carlson, executive director 
1y- country who heard major ger National Memorial Baptist Church, of the Baptist Joint Committee on 
hat on basic threats to the integrity of Washington, D. C. (re-elected); Dr. Public Affairs, Washington, D. C. 
Se, the American public yey system Ellis H. Dana, executive vice-presi- (new board member; formerly a 
to and the democratic way of life today. Gent of the State Council of Churches, member of POAU’s National Ad- 
ion Elected with Dr. Morrison for two- Madison, Wisc. (re-elected); the Rev. visory Council). 
year terms were the following officers: W Kenneth Haddock, minister, Ar- For highlights of the major 
en- Vice-Presidents—Dr. John A. Mac-  jington Methodist Church, Arlington, addresses, see separate stories 
So- kay, president of Princeton Theolog- vy,’ (new member); and Dr. C. in this issue. 
uf dah De an ay (re- 
elected), Dr. Josep . Dawson, 
“sy Austin, Tex. (former POAU record- RE-UNION 
i ing secretary and former executive 
director of the Baptist Joint Com- 
0 mittee on Public Affairs, Washing- 
+i ton, D. C.), and Methodist Bishop 
ing G. Bromley Oxnam, Washington, 
2 D. C. (re-elected). New Recording 
an? Secretary—Dr. Frank H. Yost, Ta- 
~ koma Park, Washington, D. C. (edi- 
be tor of the Seventh-day Adventist 
de quarterly, Liberty, and one of the 
founders of POAU). Treasurer—Ed- 
ly ward H. DeGroot, Jr., Washington, 
its D. C., attorney (re-elected). Mem- 
tes bers of the Board of Trustees—Dr. 
ak- Louie D. Newton, chairman, and 
al minister of the Druid Hills Baptist 
Church, Atlanta, Ga. (re-elected) ; 
to Rear Admiral Harold C. Fitz, U.S.N. 
ut- (Ret.), Annapolis, Md. (re-elected) ; 
nts Dr. C. Stanley Lowell, minister, Vir- 
ur- ginia Beach, Va., Methodist Church 
ful (re-elected); Dr. Clyde W. Taylor, 
ibe secretary of affairs, National Asso- 
ely ciation of Evangelicals, Washington, i ee 
D. C. (re-elected); Dr. Charl Or- bc. eo ee 
mond Williams, past-president, Long-time leaders of POAU are pictured above as they fondly recalled the organization's 
National Education Association, _ origins, early years of struggle and significant achievements. They are, left to right: Dr. John 
re |. Miuingtoo, D.C. (reelected); De. Masha, se eiaa eae Be jee ee ed ene 
Tse Edward B. Willingham, general sec- and Dr. Louie D. fenton, op-aletted dhavaun of he tens oh tates, "te eeiniien Gis. a 





retary of the American Baptist For- 
eign Missions Society, New York, 





luncheon meeting of board and staff members on January 25 at the Statler Hotel, Washington, 


D.C. 





ike Presses School Aid 
But New Deadlock Looms 


As this issue goes to press, Repub- 
lican and Democratic leaders in 
Congress are competitively sponsor- 
ing bills for large-scale federal aid 
to public education but a move by 
Representative Adam Clayton Powell 
of New York to exclude localities 
resisting the Supreme Court’s anti- 
segregation decision (1954) is ex- 
pected to precipitate a filibuster 
which would prevent enactment of 
any measure. 

In the meantime, the final report 
of the Committee for the White 
House Conference on Education will 
probably not be submitted to the 
President for another month, but in- 
dications are that the Committee will 
submit the pro-federal-aid majority 
view expressed at the November 28- 
December 2 Washington deliber- 
ations (Church and State, January) 
along with an anti-federal-aid minor- 
ity report, and that the Committee 
will also recommend the holding of 
a second White House Conference 
to deal with higher education. 

For school construction, the Ad- 
ministration bill, S. 2905, as intro- 
duced by Senator H. Alexander Smith 
of New Jersey, would provide 1.25 
billion dollars to the states over a 
five-year period on a matching basis. 
On the Democratic side, H. R. 7535, 
by Representative Augustine B. 
Kelley of Pennsylvania, previously 
approved in committee during the 
first session of the 84th Congress, 
would provide 1.6 billion over a 
four-year period, also on a matching 
basis. At this point, no serious effort 
appears to have been made on behalf 
of bills which might allow parochial 
schools to share in the benefits, 
although such proposals as that by 
Senator Lister Hill of Alabama for 
aid to “education” (not necessarily 
public) out of outer-continental- 
shelf oil revenues (Church and State, 
March, 1955) are still alive, though 
dormant. 

The question of state subsidization 
of private school pupils as a means 
of circumventing the Supreme Court 
anti-segregation decision continues 
to be debated in various Southern 
states. Virginia voters in a January 
9 referendum approved by a 2 to 1 
margin the calling of a constitutional 
convention to amend basic state law 
so as to make such a program possible 
(Church and State, January), but 
a “go-slow” policy has been advoc- 
ated by Senator Harry F. Byrd and 
other leaders who have endorsed the 
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so-called Gray Commission plan in 
theory. Governor Thomas B. Stanley 
has set February 21 as the date for 
electing delegates to a constitutional 
convention which will convene on 
March 5. 


+ 
Goslin Urges All to Face 
‘Obligation’ to Schools 


While it is sound policy to maintain 
the privilege of parents to send their 
children to non-public schools if they 
so desire, this policy “in no way ab- 
solves such individuals from meeting 
their responsibility to American pub- 
lic schools.” So declared Dr. Willard 
E. Goslin, head of the Division of 
School Administration at the George 
Peabody College for Teachers, Nash- 
ville, Tenn., and past-president of 
the American Association of School 
Administrators, in his address at the 
concluding session of POAU’s Eighth 
National Conference on Church and 
State on Thursday night, January 26, 
in Constitution Hall. 

Dr. Goslin, speaking on “Freedom 
and Public Education in the United 
States,” challenged the Roman Cath- 
olic Bishops of this country for their 
November 19 statement demanding 
certain public aids to parochial 
schools, and asserted: 

“A citizen cannot buy immunity 
from his responsibilities for public 
education by paying his way into a 
private school. Those of us who wish 
our children in a school where a par- 
ticular religious approach is used 
cannot as responsible citizens shirk 
our obligations to public education. 

“Does anyone seriously contend 
that America could survive with ten 
school systems, or a hundred school 
systems, or 500 school systems, with 
the AFL-CIO maintaining one, the 
Chamber of Commerce one, Catholics 
one, Baptists one, Methodists one, 
Adventists one, Orthodox Jews one, 
and so on, and so on? To argue that 
any individuals or groups should es- 
cape any part of their responsibility 
for supporting public education be- 
cause they choose to send their own 
children to private or parochial 
schools, or should receive assistance 
for all or part of a school which they 
choose outside the public schools is 
to argue that any and all groups 
should have such a right.” 

The speaker upheld the right of 
Roman Catholic leaders and their 
followers to work for a change in the 
American educational system, but he 
indicated that he saw little merit in 
the argument that citizens who sup- 


port private schools are victims of 


“double taxation.” “. . . it seems to 
me that as American citizens,” he 
continued, ‘the Catholic Bishops in 
the United States and their spokes- 
men would want to seriously consider 
their statements through which they 
have seemingly convinced so many 
of their fellow Americans that they 
are opposed to adequate finances for 
the public schools. If they are in 
reality for adequate finances for the 
public schools, as some insist, then 
it would seem a fairly simple matter 
to prepare a statement without res- 
ervations and circulate it among the 
American people. I estimate that such 
a procedure would not only benefit 
public education but would improve 
the climate of relationships through- 
out the United States.” 

Dr. Goslin emphasized, however, 
that the problem is a broad one af- 


(Continued on page 6) 
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Dr. Willard E. Goslin (center), nationally- 
prominent educator, is shown above as he 
was greeted by POAU leaders Joseph M. 
Dawson (left) and Frank H. Yost (right) 
before the january 26 Constitution Hall 
meeting at which Dr. Goslin and Dr. Yost 
spoke. 
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[ NEWS From Jar and Near 


@ A change in the United Nations practice of observing one minute of 
silence for purposes of prayer or meditation at the opening and closing of the 
annual Assembly has been proposed by Henry Cabot Lodge, Jr., chief United 
States delegate. Lodge says that “God should be openly and audibly invoked 
... in accordance with any one of the religious faiths which are represented 
here,” as a means of obtaining divine guidance for United Nations en- 
deavors. The minute-of-silence custom was adopted in 1949 as the only 
procedure which would avoid dissension among persons or nations of differ- 
ent theological and philosophical views. 


@ A $100,000 appropriation for the 1956 investigation program 
of the Senate Subcommittee on Constitutional Rights has been 
approved by the Rules Committee, representing a cut of $15,000 
from the subcommittee’s requested budget. In the first session of 
the 84th Congress, the Rights subcommittee announced, then sud- 
denly abandoned, a plan for looking into the condition of religious 
liberty in the country today (“Church and State,” October and 
November). 


@ A recent poll of opinion among University of Madrid students has 
strengthened a previous impression that discontent with both government 
and church policy is growing in Spain. Various prelates—particularly the 
Very Rev. Angel Herrera, Bishop of Malaga—have begun to identify them- 
selves with demands for economic “justice” as a means of regaining popu- 
larity for the Roman Catholic Church. 


@ This publication’s exclusive story of last May, which first 
called public attention to the omission of customary religious-liberty 
clauses from a pending U. S.-Haitian treaty, touched off a string 
of actions and reactions which have helped, thus far, to forestall 
ratification of the treaty in its present defective form. The National 
Council of Churches, the National Association of Evangelicals, the 
Baptist Joint Committee on Public Affairs and the Friends Com- 
mittee on National Affairs have, each in turn, expressed their inter- 
est in the question to Senate Foreign Relations Committee Chair- 
man Walter F. George, and the Senate committee’s course on the 
treaty is now problematical. 


@ It is “imperative” for the United States to resume diplomatic relations 
with the Vatican in the interests of “world peace and greater understanding,” 
Congressman Victor L. Anfuso of New York declared in a statement in The 
Congressional Record (Appendix) of January 5. There was no visible move 
in Congress or at the White House to carry out his proposal. 


@ Police at Aprilia, Italy, recently rescued a preacher and mem- 
bers of his congregation from a mob. Taken to near-by Rome under 
safe escort were Rodolfo Bertini, Church of Christ preacher, and 
Fausto Salvoni, an ex-priest, both of whom had been scheduled to 
speak. The victims charged that local members of Catholic Action 
broke down the church doors and stormed a church meeting of 
about 100 persons. The church had been recently opened after the 
growing congregation had become too large to continue meeting 
in private homes. Gerald Paden of Brownfield, Tex., American leader 
of sect, has protested to Italy’s Attorney General over the 
incident. 


@ District of Columbia Tax Assessor James L. Martin has challenged 
the tax-exempt status of the Washington Ethical Society on the ground that 
the group should not be classified as a “religious” organization. He argued 
that only groups with a distinctive belief in a “supreme being” should be 
so classified. The Washington society is affiliated with the American Ethical 
Union, an 80-year-old organization which has always been recognized here- 
tofore for purposes of tax exemption. 

@ The Jersey City, N. J., board of education, believing that a pro- 
posal by County Democratic leader John B. Kenny for public school 
religious instruction would be illegal, is reported to be working on 
a “compromise” moral-and-spiritual values program (“Church and 
State” December, p. 4, col. 3). 
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Yost Says Clericalists 
‘Intrude’ on Liberty 


The American principle of separa- 
tion of church and state is “an irri- 
tation to those religious organizations 
which would like to profit by the fa- 
vors of government . . .,” declared 
Dr. Frank H. Yost in his address 
(“Intrusions Upon Our Liberties”) 
on Thursday night, January 26, at 
the concluding Constitution Hall ses- 
sion of POAU’s Eighth National 
Conference on Church and State. Dr. 
Yost, editor of Liberty magazine 
(published by the Religious Liberty 
Association in Takoma Park, Wash- 
ington, D. C.), shared the speakers’ 
platform with Dr. Willard E. Goslin. 

Dr. Yost said that religious groups 
antagonistic to the separation prin- 
ciple, together with ‘“kindly-disposi- 
tioned” persons who merely wished 
to avoid controversy, were primarily 
responsible for a Senate subcommit- 
tee’s abandonment last October of 
scheduled hearings on current threats 
to religious liberty. 

The most formidable religious or- 
ganization which is opposing separa- 
tion of church and state, according 
to Dr. Yost, is the Roman Catholic 
Church, whose schools and hospitals, 
in particular, he said, are illicitly 
using tax funds for sectarian pur- 
poses. The speaker held that basic 
church doctrine and major pronounce- 
ments by such popes as Gregory VII, 
Gregory XVI, Pius IX and Leo XIII 
predispose the Roman Catholic 
Church to violations of the American 
concept of religious freedom, and 
that the annual statement of the 
Roman Catholic Bishops of the 
United States last November 19, call- 
ing for government assistance to paro- 
chial schools, was the latest example 
of this predisposition. 

Dr. Yost distinguished between 
the church hierarchy and the rank- 
and-file adherents of the faith. ‘“Ro- 
man Catholics are Americans, free 
citizens of a great Republic, thou- 
sands of whom have shed their blood 
with the utmost courage and loyalty 
in the wars into which the fortunes 
of history have led us,” he said. “In- 
deed, we contend that there is no dif- 
ference between the atheist citizen, 
the Baptist citizen, the Jewish citizen, 
the Roman Catholic citizen, and the 
Presbyterian citizen. We are all 
Americans together. What we are 
talking about tonight is the unwise, 
the unconstitutional, and oftentimes 
specifically illegal intrusions of the 

(Continued on page 8) 








Blanshard Sees Sectarian 
Gains from Racial Row 


“Will the racial gerrymandering in 
Southern school systems, designed to 
evade the Supreme Court’s ruling on 
segregation, ultimately result in sec- 
tarian gerrymandering and destroy 
the American principle of church- 
state separation?’”’ This question was 
posed by Paul Blanshard, author of 
The Right to Read (1955), Ameri- 
can Freedom and Catholic Power 
(1949) and other books, in his ad- 
dress (“The Sectarian Assault Upon 
the Constitution”) at POAU’s Eighth 
Annual Banquet held at the Na- 
tional City Christian Church on Jan- 
uary 25. Blanshard continued: 

“T believe that the danger is real, 
and that sincere believers in our pol- 
icy of separation of church and state 
should be warned of that peril. It 
would be a tragedy if America devel- 
oped creedal segregation in educa- 
tion as a by-product of the fight over 
racial segregation. 

“Most Americans are sincere be- 
lievers in the separation of church 
and state, and in the public school. 
They oppose the European policy of 
using public funds for assisting de- 
nominational schools. But today 
some Protestants in their arduous 
opposition to the Supreme Court’s 
anti-segregation ruling have forgot- 
ten that one of the by-products of 
their program may be the weakening 
of the principle of church-state sep- 
aration. 

“Under the Gray Commission plan, 
approved by the voters of Virginia, 
what will happen if a private educa- 
tional corporation of Catholics, with 
one Protestant member, opens an un- 
official Catholic school next to a 
Catholic church, admits one Negro 
student, and teaches sectarian reli- 
gion to its pupils in the adjoining 
church each day? Legally, such a 
school could be called non-sectarian 
and integrated, and it might receive 
public funds. Actually, it would be 
a transparent device for evading the 
religion clause of the First Amend- 
ment and for winning tax funds for 
a denominational school. And if Cath- 
olics are successful in this venture, 
Protestant churches are likely to im- 
itate it. Such a result is probable be- 
cause the official policy of the Cath- 
olic hierarchy is opposed to racial 
segregation. The presence of a few 
Negro children in unofficial Catholic 
private schools would tend to set 
those schools apart from other private 
schools. The South might develop 
private schools in two groupings, un- 
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official Protestant and _ unofficial 
Catholic, with grants of public mon- 
ey to the parents of the children in 
each system. This is particularly true 
because the Catholic Church in its 
canon law favors creedal segregation 
in education, and always tends to 
keep its children under exclusive 
Catholic control. The genuinely pub- 
lic and non-sectarian school might 
almost disappear in several states of 
the South. 


“Protestants who believe in racial 
segregation and also in the separa- 
tion of church and state should hon- 
estly face this dilemma. I cannot tell 
them what to do, nor does this or- 
ganization, POAU, attempt to tell 
them what to do on racial matters. 
Its sole purpose is the preservation of 
the separation of church and state. 
But we cannot ignore the collateral 
dangers to the principle of separa- 
tion involved in a policy of racial 
gerrymandering of our school system. 
In the long run the Catholic school 
system may emerge as the only win- 
ner because this system is the only 
large private school system in a posi- 
tion to profit by public appropria- 
tions. 


“One leading Catholic paper has 
already published an article headed, 
‘Public School System Coming to an 
End?’, in which it was prophesied 
that the new Southern drive for pri- 
vate schools would strengthen the 
Catholic concept of education. Many 
Southern Protestant leaders have 
seen this danger to our constitutional 
principles and warned their people 
against it. 


“Our fathers established the pol- 


JAM-PACKED 








icy of church-state separation in or- 
der to develop a tolerant society. We 
would undo their work if we yielded 
now to sectarian pressures under the 
pretext that religious schools minister 
to individual welfare, and hence, are 
entitled to public financial support. 
Of course, private schools minister 
to individual welfare, but so do 
churches. And once we grant public 
money to churches or to church 
schools we will find ourselves in the 
kind of religious turmoil that has 
destroyed the cultural peace and co- 
operation of such nations as France, 
Belgium and the Netherlands, where 
the Catholic, Protestant and anti- 
clerical forces use the schools as par- 
tisan footballs. 


“The most important assault on 
the constitutional principle of church- 
state separation made during the last 
year was made by the Catholic Bish- 
ops of the United States in their No- 
vember appeal for financial support 
for their schools. They had a perfect 
right to make this appeal, but they 
had no moral right to disguise the 
fact that the appeal, if successful, 
would fundamentally alter our Con- 
stitution. They pretended to ask only 
for ‘welfare’ funds, but their whole 
argument was for complete financial 
support for their school system. They 
are seeking to circumvent the Su- 
preme Court’s rulings in the McCol- 
lum and Zorach cases by imposing on 
American taxpayers a_ substantial 
part of their private school costs. 
Their leading journals are demanding 
public money for Catholic school 
buildings, although they know that 
such demands are contrary to our 
church-state separation policy. . . .” 





Some of the more than 300 persons who attended POAU’s Eighth Annuai Banquet on 
January 25 are shown above registering their approval of a point made by Paul Blanshard, 
the principal speaker. Every available space in the National City Christian Church dining hall 
was taken. 
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‘Keep Public Schools 
Public,’ Thayer Asks 


The cancellation last October of a 
Senate subcommittee’s scheduled 
hearings on religious freedom pre- 
yented the public from learning the 
true state of affairs, Dr. V. T. Thay- 
er, Arlington, Va., educator and 
author, declared in his January 26 ad- 
dress, “Let Us Keep Public Educa- 
tion Public,” given during POAU’s 
Eighth National Conference on 
Church and State, at a morning 
session held in the National City 
Christian Church auditorium. If the 
hearings had been held, Dr. Thayer 
asserted, they would have revealed 
that “the principle of separation of 
church and state has suffered from 
erosion.” The speaker, a visiting pro- 
fessor of education at the University 
of Virginia and former director of the 
Ethical Culture Schools in New York 
City, said a candid appraisal of the 
evidence would show: 

“That our schools and churches, 
as well as other agencies of public 
information, have neglected to keep 
the public informed properly regard- 
ing the circumstances which gave rise 
to the distinctively American inter- 
pretation and application of the prin- 
ciple of separation of church and 
state. That in consequence of this 
neglect, serious violations have 
grown up virtually un-noticed.” 

Among specific causes for concern 
cited by Dr. Thayer were: 

@ The deadlock over federal aid- 
to-education bills, caused partly by 
the demand of Roman Catholic lead- 
ers that parochial schools share in 
the benefits. 

e “. . . an increasing number of 
school boards in an increasing num- 
ber of states which fail to distinguish 
between public and parochial inter- 
ests in the distribution of public 
funds” under a policy adopted by 
board members naively accepting the 
assurances of their religious supe- 
riors “that parochial schools are pub- 
lic schools in every relevant sense, 
since they perform a public service 
and contribute to the general wel- 
ee...” 

© “Protestants as well as Cath- 
olics, Jews as well as Gentiles, are 
offenders’—as in Kentucky, where 
court action undertaken “to loosen 
the hold of parochial schools upon 
the public funds” led to revelations 
that “Protestant schools as well as 
Catholic were . . . violating the law.” 

© The tendency of certain highly 
placed Protestant leaders—such as 
Dean James A. Pike of the New York 
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Cathedral (St. John the Divine)— 
to assume that public school teach- 
ers must choose between indoctrinat- 
ing in one or another form of reli- 
gion: conventional Hebrew-Christian 
tenets on the one hand or the doc- 
trines of “naturalistic religion” on 
the other; and, as a corollary to this 
assumption, the proposal by Dean 
Pike that if the public schools fail 
to give preference to Hebrew-Chris- 
tian doctrines Protestants should 
“pull out, lock, stock and barrel” and 
seek tax support for the education of 
their children in private religious 
schools. 

@ Insertion by Congress of the 
phrase, “under God,” in the Pledge 
of Allegiance—an act described by 
Dr. Thayer as stemming from “the 
urge to exact from others a verbal 
commitment or an outer behavior 
similar to one’s own that is foreign 
to the spirit of brotherly love as 
preached by the Son of Man and is 
alien to religious freedom.” 

e “, . . the demand that God be 
given a central place in public edu- 
cation, without consideration of the 
varied, even conflicting, conceptions 
of the nature of God which divide 
even theists, to say nothing of the 
theological differences that separate 
theists from non-theists,” and the 
accompanying “trend toward incor- 
porating a ‘common core’ of religious 
faith in the curriculum” by means of 
a general reformulation of courses 
or the institution of a special “reli- 
gious heritage” course. 

e “ .. the insistence that educa- 
tion in moral and spiritual values 
must be grounded in a theistic con- 
cept of the origin, nature and validity 
of these values’—as in the recently 
issued New York City Board of Su- 
perintendents’ Guiding Statement for 
Supervisors and Teachers. 

e “. . . the conduct of classes in 
religion on released time programs 
within the classrooms of the public 
school, despite the injunctions of the 
{United States] Supreme Court in 
the McCollum and Zorach-Gluck 
cases.” Dr. Thayer cited Virginia 
as one of the worst offenders, but 
said there are other states which do 
the same thing. 

When the question of ultimate reli- 
gious values arises in a public school 
classroom, Dr. Thayer contended, the 
only “honest”? answer a competent 
teacher can give is as follows: 


“There are plural answers to this 
question. Some people believe in a 
personal God, some in an all-pervad- 
ing intelligence or cosmic conscious- 
ness, some hold other views, while 
some insist either that there is no 


known answer or deny the existence 
of a Deity as commonly viewed. You 
should explore these many points of 
view together with the reasons men 
give for their faith or want of faith, 
and, eventually, decide for yourself 
as between them.” 

“T doubt that this reply would 
arouse enthusiasm in many communi- 
ties,” the speaker added. “Indeed, 
I fear that, were the teacher’s sug- 
gestions for further study adopted by 
an eager class, he would not long 
retain his position!” 

Dr. Thayer asserted that the ad- 
vocates of public school religious 
training would actually increase the 
“religious illiteracy” they deplore by 
confining the instructional program 
“to the common agreements, if agree- 
ments there be, in the theologies of 
the three major faiths,” and exclud- 
ing other material equally vital. He 
said that the immaturity of public 
school pupils militates against any 
adequate discussion so that the in- 
evitable result is mere indoctrination, 
not sound education. 

America’s effectiveness as a leader 
of free nations depends on the values 
embodied in the secular public 
school, Dr. Thayer held. “. . . if we 
would send our young people to them 
as ambassadors of good will—as rep- 
resentatives of American business, 
the professions, our military estab- 
lishments, our various departments of 
government and our numerous vol- 
untary organizations—we must edu- 
cate these young people to live fruit- 
fully with diversity. No false notions 
of cultural superiority will do; nor is 
it a time in which to instil in their 
minds the fallacious idea that unless 
others accept our parochial interpre- 
tation of life their moral and spiritual 
values are without substance and 
they cannot hope to enter into the 
promised land of democracy. Rather 
should this education, from kinder- 
garten through college, cultivate in 
our young a friendly rather than a 
hostile or a superior attitude toward 
differences, and promote experiences 
in school and out which will enable 
them to break out of their cultural 
shells and to enter with understand- 
ing and sympathy and imagination 
into the lives of others.” 


+ 


I think all the heretics I have 
known have been virtuous men. They 
have the virtue of fortitude, or they 
would not venture to own their her- 
esy; and they cannot afford to be 
deficient in any of the other virtues, 
as that would give advantage to their 
many enemies——Benjamin Franklin 
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Goslin Cites Obligation 


(Continued from page 2) 


fecting various religious groups which 
are increasingly inclined to operate 
separate schools or to press for reli- 
gious instruction in the public 
schools. ‘“Many fall into the error at 
this point of thinking that all paro- 
chial schools are Catholic schools,” 
he said. “There are several other 
groups of church-related schools. Nu- 
merous Protestants are tempted by 
the idea. Religiously-oriented schools 
for Jewish children are becoming 
more numerous. I have identified 
earlier my commitment to the de- 
fense of American citizens who make 
such a choice. However, I believe ev- 
ery American citizen who prizes his 
freedom and prizes the unified 
strength of America to preserve it, 
would do well to examine the long- 
run effect of an indefinite continua- 
tion of the expansion of parochial 
education in the United States. 


“The tendency to separate our- 
selves into parochial school groups is 
only one of the points at which we 
have breached our concept of sep- 
arating education and religion. We 
have arranged programs of released 
time for religious instruction. We 
have introduced worship services into 
classrooms and assembly programs. 
We have even gone so far as to permit 
teachers in public schools to check 
up on which children attended Sun- 
day school. 

“I do not say that religious in- 
struction, worship services or Sunday- 
school attendance are bad practices. 
On the contrary, I have person- 
ally lent myself to such activities 
throughout my life. That isn’t the 
question. The question is, do they 
belong in the public schools? Do such 
activities infringe on the religious 
freedom of some child or some group 
of children? The truth of the mat- 
ter is that we are so divided in our 
religious beliefs and practices that 
it is next to impossible to find a 
classroom of children in a public 
school where such exercises will avoid 
infringement of the rights of some 
American child. We set up the United 
States so that any citizen could hold 
any religious belief that was accept- 
able to him. We set up the American 
public school system and opened it 
to the children of all people to help 
uphold our system of liberty. An 
American child’s rights are infringed 
if religious activities are carried on 
in his classroom that are outside the 
limits of the beliefs that have been 
taught in his home and church. It 
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should be remembered that most of 
the practices to which I am presently 
referring are Protestant innovations 
practiced in predominantly Protestant 
communities. Some Protestants find it 
easy to get excited about the insertion 
of Catholic practices into public 
schools in predominantly Catholic 
communities. Some practices by Prot- 
estants or Catholics represent an im- 
pairment of our American guarantee 
of religious liberty. 


“Sometimes I think we’ve done 
even worse with our attempts to find 
some sort of an official middle ground. 
For instance, the Board of Regents in 
New York State went so far as to 
select the words that they considered 
acceptable for the prayers of the 
children of New York if said in their 
classrooms. I wish to make my posi- 
tion clear. I don’t want any official 
body in the United States deciding 
what one of my Goslins shall pray. 
Moreover, I think every American 
who holds his freedom dear will do 
well to stand against the establish- 
ment of precedent wherein any arm 
of government proposes to legislate 
with reference to the religious expe- 
rience of any child or any group of 
children.” 


+ 


U. S$. Has Roots in Free 
Churches, Olert Asserts 


“Beyond the National Council of 
Churches and POAU and similar ecu- 
menical bodies, there must come a 
united Protestantism to assume its 
rightful place in the American scene,” 
the Rev. Frederick H. Olert, minis- 
ter of the Second Presbyterian 
Church of Richmond, Va., declared 
in his address, “Protestant Tradi- 
tions,” delivered on Thursday after- 
noon, January 26, at the second 
general session of POAU’s Eighth Na- 
tional Conference on Church and 
State, meeting in the National City 
Christian Church building. Dr. Olert 
continued: 

“In this day of political dictator- 
ship, ecclesiastical totalitarianism, 
and under the rising tide of com- 
munism, when democracy and human 
freedoms are on trial at home and 
abroad, when our traditional liber- 
ties are imperiled, it is imperative to 
strengthen the Protestant roots from 
which our traditions spring.”’ 

“Roman Catholicism,” the speaker 
contended, “believes in the church 
dominant over the state. Political 
dictatorships in their many forms 
maintain the state over the church. 


Citations 





Honored for distinguished service in the 
cause of religious liberty, Leo Pfeffer (left) 


and Charles S. Longacre (right) are shown 
above as they received their POAU citations 
during the Eighth Annual Banquet from Dr, 
Louie D. Newton, chairman of the board of 
trustees. Pfeffer is a counsel for the American 
Jewish Congress and Longacre has been an 
editor of ‘Liberty’ magazine for decades. 





Protestantism believes in a_ free 
church operating in a free state, each 
seeking to preserve religious and po- 
litical freedom equally for everyone.” 

Asserting that ‘the seedplot out 
of which our American traditions 
have come is not Roman Catholicism 
but Protestantism,” Dr. Olert said 
that both the confessed principles 


and the practices of the Roman Cath. | 
olic Church show that negative an- | 


swers must be given to the following 
four questions: 

“1. Does Roman Catholicism be- 
lieve that the state should treat all 
religious groups with equal favor? 

“2. Does the Roman Church be- 
lieve that every man ought to be free 
to choose his own faith? 

“3. Does the Roman Church be- 
lieve in freedom of speech, press and 
worship? , 

“4, Does the Roman Church be- 
lieve in the separation of church and 
state?” 

The Richmond minister declared 
that the answer to the challenge of 
Roman Catholicism was for “Prot- 
estants, now divided in scandalous 
and unhappy division,” to come to- 
gether and accelerate the “significant 


advances” which are already being 


made towards church union. 


+ 


A draft statement of the Rules 
Governing Relationship of Local 
Chapters to National POAU is now 
available in mimeographed form. 
Write to Washington headquarters 
for your copy. 
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Behrenberg Hits Programs 
For Compulsory ‘Unity’ 


A warning against “a simple, a 
much too simple” answer to world 
problems given by Communism on 
the one hand and Roman Cathol- 
icism on the other, was issued by the 
Rev. Dr. Adolph Behrenberg in his 
address, “Here We Stand,” delivered 
at the January 26 Popular Luncheon 
in the National City Christian 
Church, held as part of POAU’s 
Eighth National Conference on 
Church and State. Dr. Behrenberg, 
pastor of the First Presbyterian 
Church of Metuchen, N. J., observed: 

“The suggestion has been made 
that the sixteenth century rent the 
unity of the Western World. Had it 
not been for the Reformation, it is 
said, there would have been no rise 
and growth of nationalism. Then the 
unified Church would have main- 
tained the unifying force which 
would have prevented the strife 
among nations which has reached 
such tragic proportions in the twen- 
tieth century. 

“., . the Soviet rulers know that 
the third [world] war could easily 
be prevented if we were all to join 
the Soviet system, accept its princi- 
ples, submit to its tyranny, become 
Communist. They also have a simple, 
a much too simple, answer to the 
question of war and peace for our 
generation. And somehow, much as 
we would not like to mention it, there 
are similarities in proposal. Both the 
apologists for the papal Church and 
the Communists, as extremely dif- 
ferent as they may be in other re- 
gards, have basically the same idea: 
one world born out of a conception of 
a unified belief about history, man, 
ecclesiastical institution, the rest.” 

Protestantism, the Presbyterian 
clergyman continued, stands in op- 
position to such proposals for en- 
forced unity and adheres to “the 
basic Protestant principle which 
claims that there is no such final 
truth which would permit a unified 
world, as desirable as this unified 
world might be. Of course, put theo- 
logically, the Protestant would al- 
ways assert that there is one final 
truth revealed, the truth which is 
Christ Himself. But this revelation 
does not in itself claim a totally uni- 
fied world... . 

“This recognition of fallibility will 
almost necessarily result in one form 
or another of pluralism. So we have 
discovered in America. It is admit- 
tedly a sad indictment, in one sense, 
of Protestantism that it allowed itself 
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to be divided into more than two hun- 
dred and fifty various sects. Surely 
we may not like this, and we do know 
that it is weakening. But there is a 
kind of inevitability to this. The op- 
posite—or uniformity based on tyr- 
anny is always so much worse. When 
there is freedom of expression there 
is going to be some form or another 
of pluralism.” 

Dr. Behrenberg said that on the 
question of the relative merits of pub- 
lic and non-public elementary and 
high schools, he “would prefer to be 
identified with Dr. [James Bryant] 
Conant, formerly of Harvard and now 
our Ambassador at Bonn... . I feel 
that it would be decidedly advan- 
tageous for our nation and for our 
common welfare if all children went 
to the common school.” 

That “one doesn’t need parochial 
schools to keep alive a religious tra- 
dition,” the speaker said, has been 
demonstrated by the Jewish people. 
“For thousands of years,” he de- 
clared, “they have trained their chil- 
dren in the elements of the faith and 
even in their ancient language—and 
this was done when they most anx- 
iously sought education for their 
children along with other children 
of the society in which they lived.” 

Dr. Behrenberg went on, however, 
to oppose the idea “that the common 
school should be sheerly secular,” 
saying: “This is the criticism which 
has been often levelled at Paul Blan- 
shard [author of American Freedom 
and Catholic Power|, and simply 
from reading the books from his pen 
one would be inclined to agree that 
his aim has been a secular one. We 
cannot desire a school which teaches 
history with no understanding of 
guidance, destiny, heritage, Provi- 
dence. We must not be teaching biol- 
ogy with no thought of the creativity 
of the Almighty. But there is no rea- 
son why these basic aspects of reli- 
gion cannot yet be inculcated in the 
curriculum and methods of the com- 
mon school.” 

Taking his inspiration from John 
Calvin as well as from Martin Luther, 
whose principles he cited as fore- 
runners of democratic belief, Dr. 
Behrenberg concluded: 

“Where do we then stand? 

“We stand for a society in which 
the individual is all-significant. Each 
person is a child of God and to be so 
regarded. Ecclesiasticism is opposed 
to this, and it places the institution 
above the individual. 

“We stand for a society in which 
all strive for the freedom of all oth- 
ers. ... 

“We stand also for a society where 


religion is encouraged. This might 
well be used, some might say, as a de- 
fense of Franco and the present 
Spanish government. Our situation in 
America, however, is so infinitely bet- 
ter because our nation has always rec- 
ognized the meaning of belief in 
God, but it has said that no religion 
can be established.” 


+ 


Listen to Eighth POAU 
Conference on Records! 


The major addresses and other 
proceedings of POAU’s recently-con- 
cluded Eighth National Conference 
on Church and State are being made 
available on individually cut custom- 
made high fidelity unbreakable rec- 
ords which can be played on any 3314 
r.p.m. or three-speed record player. 
Shipments will be made about ten 
days after receipt of your order. The 
selections are as follows (check off 
the records you want, fill out blank 
and send your remittance to POAU): 

The Sectarian Assault Upon the 
Constitution, Paul Blanshard (Ban- 
quet address), 60 minutes, $5.50. 

Let Us Keep Public Education 
Public, V. T. Thayer (Jan. 26 day- 
time keynote), 45 minutes, $5.50. 

Church-State Relations, C. Eman- 
uel Carlson, Jesse K. Lewis and Glenn 
L. Archer (Jan. 26 panel discussion), 
60 minutes, $5.50. 

Here We Stand, Adolph Behren- 
berg (Luncheon address), 35 min- 
utes, $3.50. 

Protestant Traditions, Frederick 
H. Olert (Jan. 26 afternoon address) , 
45 minutes, $5.50. 

Workshop for Chapter Officers, 
John C. Mayne, Howard Dawson, 
John M. Tubbs, Howard Weeks and 
Edwin H. Wilson (Jan. 26 round- 
table), 65 minutes, $5.50. 

Intrusions Upon American Liber- 
ties, Frank H. Yost (Constitution 
Hall address), 30 minutes, $3.50. 

Freedom and Public Education in 
the United States, Willard E. Goslin 
(Constitution Hall address), 45 min- 
utes, $5.50. 


Total Amount Enclosed ........... 
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Fill out and mail to POAU, 
1633 Massachusetts Avenue, N.W., 
Washington 6, D. C. 








Colombian Ambassador Seeks 


To Justify Minority 


Curbs 


Protestant preachers in Roman Catholic countries “are bound to run into 
difficulties,” the Colombian Ambassador to the United States, Dr. Don 
Francisco Urruta, declared in Washington on January 27. His comment was 
prompted by a story on Colombia which had appeared in The New York 
Times of January 24 stating that the country’s political regime and its 


established church were working to- 
wards “the eradication” of Prot- 
estantism in Colombia. In the story, 
Times Correspondent Tad Szulc, 
writing from Panama after a visit to 
Bogota, the capital of Colombia, had 
reported: 

“Pressure, both subtle and violent, 
against Protestants in Colombia is 
mounting steadily. 

“Tt is a methodical campaign open- 
ly directed by the Colombian Roman 
Catholic clergy and abetted by the 
Government. . . . It aims at eradica- 
tion of Protestantism in Colombia, a 
country of 12,000,000 inhabitants, of 
whom 99 per cent are Catholics and 
only 25,000 are Protestants. 

“As the keynote of the campaign, 
high Government officials and the 
clergy often equate Protestantism 
with communism. 

“There have been killings and beat- 
ings of Colombian Protestants, as- 
saults on missionaries, of whom the 
majority are United States citizens, 
burning of churches, closing of schools 
run by United States Protestant mis- 
sions and legal chicanery on every 
ease 

In his reply issued in Washington 
a few days after the appearance of 
this story, Ambassador Urruta 
charged that Protestant missionaries 
provoked violence by making utter- 
ances “frequently scathing to the re- 
spect due to the Catholic religion and 
its followers,” but added that the 
“Government of Colombia is the first 





to deplore such difficulties and indeed 
prevents them by applying without 
any hesitation the corresponding pen- 
alties.”’ 

“Colombia,” he continued, “does 
not place any obstacles for the free 
practice of the various religions and 
indeed allows the construction of 
churches by different religious groups, 
providing no attempts are made to 
organize campaigns of proselytism, 
which all governments have to pre- 
vent when such campaigns are liable 
to cause disorder or to provoke vio- 
lence.” The Ambassador’s remarks at 
this point revealed the tremendous 
gulf between governmental policy in 
his country and in the United States 
on the question of religious freedom. 
If the Colombian (or Roman Cath- 
olic) ‘‘majority-rule’’ theory were 
applied here Roman Catholic activ- 
ities could be suppressed by police in 
predominantly Protestant communi- 
ties on the pretext that Catholic pros- 
elytism would result in “disorders.”’ 

Ambassador Urruta also claimed 
that the Rev. Julius Allan de Gruyter, 
an American missionary, had been 
wearing layman’s garb when he was 
attacked on last October 17 by three 
Colombian policemen who, the Am- 
bassador further alleged, found him 
in a saloon with two persons who 
were denouncing the Government and 
the Roman Catholic hierarchy. (For 
de Gruyter’s story, see Church and 
State, December and January.) The 
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Ambassador added that, nevertheless, 
the three policemen were transferreg 
to another post. One wonders why, if 
they had done no wrong? ... 
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‘Intrusions’ on Liberty 
(Continued from page 3) 
Roman Catholic Church manage. 


ment, the hierarchy, into the fune- | 
tions of government, moving toward | 


a union of church and state. .. .” 


Dr. Yost drew attention to areas | 
where public school boards “employ | 
nuns, dressed in their garb, to teach | 


in . . . public schools,” with their 


tax-exempt salaries “turned over at | 


once to the heads of the various or- 
ders of which the nuns are members, 
...” He noted that in some cases the 
buildings used are actual parochial 
school buildings decorated with spe- 
cifically Catholic religious symbols 
and “carried on the bishops’ list as 
parochial schools.” He asserted that 
the Roman Catholic Bishops in 
their November 19 statement refer- 
ring vaguely to “health, safety and 
welfare” benefits which they de- 
manded for parochial schools, were 
in reality “marching down the ave- 


nue of education, to make [the hier- | 


archy’s| first great attack upon the 


wall of separation between church and | 


state.” 


“There is another area open to the 
Church, to receive help from public 
tax funds,” the speaker observed. 
“This is through the Hill-Burton Act, 
which grants federal and state funds 
to hospitals, public, private, or 
church-related, for building and 
equipment. We recognize that this 
is a disputed area. There are earnest 
advocates of religious liberty who 
believe that because of public serv- 
ices rendered by hospitals, they 
should receive assistance from tax 
funds, regardless of whether they 
are operated by churches or not. Into 


this phase of the question we do not | 
now enter. But we must point out | 
that while Roman Catholics construct | 


and equip hospitals with tax monies, 
they place physicians who are prac- 
ticing in these government-aided hos- 


pitals under the restriction of Roman | 
Catholic dogma. There are areas in | 
which the Church has legislated, un- | 
der binding obligation of obedience, | 


with spiritual penalties involved, 
which impinge upon the medical 
field, and physicians on the staffs of 


Catholic hospitals must practice in | 


harmony with these ecclesiastical 


regulations. .. .” 
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